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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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6) E3 Claim(s) 1^4 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 

♦ 

U.S.C. 119 (a) - (d) , which papers have been placed of record in 
the file. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 3 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c) as being in 
improper form because a multiple dependent claim 1 and/or claim 
2. See MPEP § 608. 01 (n). Accordingly, the claim 3 has not been 
further treated on the merits. Claim 3 does not specify with 
proper dependency. It just indicates depends on above which 
cited multiple claims. Therefore, claim 3 is objected as being 
improper dependency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 is vague and indefinite because claim 1 is unclear 
about the meaning of the catheti of lower horizontal triangular 
walls. Claims 1 discloses the phrase "suitable" and "preferably" 
renders the claim indefinite because it is unclear whether the 
limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed 
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invention. It is further unclear how the wings symmetrically 
folded one against the other. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is 
not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 

Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 

establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness . 

This application currently names joint inventors. In 

considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 

the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 

claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
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therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-2 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Berman (U S Patent No. 3,891,179) in 
view of Walters (U S Patent No. 2,871,619). 

Berman (*179) discloses figure 1 of the casting mold which 
comprises the two identical semi-shells (12, 14) obtain from 
moulding plastic materials and being formed of two vertical 
borders (78') positioned at 90 degree built on a lower 
horizontal triangular wall, each of them having vertical rib 
(66) in external position on the free edge (30') provided with 
lower tapered end. It further teaches that the each semi-shell 
(12, 14) has a top flat stiffening edge (28') with an appendix 
(82) that project outwards in the connection point between the 
two 90 degree borders (78') (See figurel) . 

Berman ( x 179) discloses the all claimed structural 
limitations as discussed above. It further teaches the clamping 
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two mold halves with living hinge, however it does not teach the 
rectilinear joint which is slid able with the wings. 

In the analogous art, Walters ('619) discloses figure 13 
which comprises the rectilinear joint (70) which is useful to 
tighten the vertical ribs to the adjacent identical rib with 
transversal cross -section and frontally provided with two 
longitudinal wings (71) folded one against the other, which can 
be exactly matched with the adjacent ribs by sliding from below 
upwards, so the longitudinal wings (71) can engage with the back 
of the ribs, wherein the joint (70) has a monolithic structure 
obtained from moulding plastic material (See figure 15; col . 5 
lines 24-41) , 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of Applicant's invention to modify the invention 
of Berman ('179) by providing the moveable sliding joint with 
the wings as suggested by Walters ('619) because such an 
alignment provides an adjustable position during the molding by 
sliding the joints and also secure and tighten the position by 
wings of the sliding joints. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 3 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, 
set forth in this Office action. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: 

The prior arts of record fail to teach or suggest a modular 
framework used to mould concrete test block as specified in 
claim 3. The closet prior arts either Berman (U S Patent No. 
3,891,179) or Walters (O S Patent No. 2,871,619) fails to teach 
or suggest the rear perpendicular gripping plug of the 
rectilinear joint as recited in claim 3 of the instant 
application. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicants disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Dimple N. 
Bodawala whose telephone number is (571) 272-64 55. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Friday at 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Dr. Yogendra N. Gupta 
can be reached on (571) 272-1316. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 

(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 

(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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